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Lions, &c. begins with ſeve- 


WEE Excuſes, which being Things 
of Form and Ceremony, are 
not much to be minded. Only I think the 
Gentleman might very well have ſpared the 
following Declaration, that as for ſeveral 


Veels after My Lord Biſhop of Bangor's 


— — 
—— 


Diſertation came out, — nothing appeared 
From any other Hand, he was determined by 


a Train of Accidents, to draw up IN HASTE, 


what he has publiſhed. For, any Man of 


Senſe will eaſily perceive, by his Argu- 


ments, that they were drawn up in haſte, 


'B 


HE Author of the Ob/erva- 


ral witty Compliments and 


Th 
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and without due Conſideration. I am rea- 


dy to give the Proofs of my Aſſertion, and 
leave the Judgment of the whole to the 


Readers. 5 


But before I begin, I muſt take notice 
of the Letter-writer's ſtrange and unfair ⁵ 
| Proceeding. He obſerves indeed very 

p. 3, & 4. wiſely, that the Real Merit of any Writing 


cannot be affected by the Name or Character 
of an Author; That the trueſt Way of mak- 
ing Appeals to the World, 1s to engage Men 


only to conſider what is ſaid, not by whom; 
And that eglecting to preſerve Decency of 
Language in all our Debates, is to be want- 
ing in that Reſpect which is due to the Pub- 
lic. Beſides this Behaviour is eſpecially be- 


coming, when Perſons of the Biſhop of Ban- 
gof's Eminency and, Station are concerned. 
But how ſoon does he forget his Principles, 
when he repreſents his Logpsn1P's Diſſer- 
tation, as a Work of Fancy and Imagina- 
tion, and his Conduct, as inconſiſtent with 
Candour and good Senſe? As your Lord- 


| Pace : 7 


Fancy and Imagination, it is not in the leaſt 


wonderful, if Readers who are not apt to be 


tranſported 207th ſuch Beauties, enquire how 
far this fair Shew is agreable to ſtrict and 
ſevere TRUurH? Notwithſtanding its Title, 
the chief Purpoſe of your Lordſbip's Dif- 
ſertation, is to prove fighting with Hem 
15 an 


- ſhip, ſays he, has employed a great Deal of 


31 
and Chariots to be diſagreable ta the Law of 
Moss. How a calm and impartial Reader 


will bear theſe unworthy Reflections, tis 
not ditiicult to judge. 


Notion, to have raiſed very high the Cha- 
racter of King David, and made very 
little of the Reputation of many Picus 
Princes ho ſucceeded him, as Feheſbapbat 


and 7efah; and even to expoſe the Holy 


Oracles to the Cavils and Exceptions of tho;e, 


Who are upon many occafions declaring how | 


little they eſtoem and regard them, Does he 


But how much ſuch a Proceeding has a Ten- 


ſpecting the Publick, and having ſome Re- 
gard for Per/ons of Eminency and high Sta- 
tion? Perhaps the Vanity of appearing in 
Print againſt ſa Great a Man, as the Bi- 


be Mhop of BAx GOR, carried the Letter-writer 
26 into theſe unfair Methods of Oppoſition. 
1d "Me leaſt he ſhould, in his turn, eomplain 
e, IM of me, I forbear ſaying any more, and will 


To examine impartially his Ob/ervations, in 


ſes the fame Order as they are pple... 


MM The Author goes on, and 4000 his 
Lor ps HIT, for the Sale of favourite p. 17 1g. 


flatter himſelf that a figure of Rhetorick ig 

a ſufhcient Apology for ſuch an Imputa- 

tion? Far leit /rom me, 7205 he, 70 pute 
o your IJ. — þ a Deſign of exfoſing Ac. — 


dency this Way, is evident and obvious. Is 
this preſerving Decency of Language, re- 


P 20. 


2 : B 2 But 


[4] 


But it is neceſſary firſt to ſtate the 


Queſtion. The Biſhop of Bangor, deſign- 


ing to ſhew that neither the Circumſtances 


of Chriſi's Entry into Feruſalem, nor the 


Manner in which the Evangeliſts apply the 
Prophecy of Zechariah to that Event, can 
Juſtify the Banters and Railleries of the Li- 
| bertines and Infidels, proves 1/. That 
amongſt the Ancients, and eſpecially a- 
mongſt the Jews, Aſſes were not reputed 
contemptible Creatures, ſince they were 
uſed, even by Perſons of the greateſt Di- 
a 77% 
2. That the uſe of Horſes and Chariots 
of War not being allow'd by God to Kings 8 
and Princes of that Nation for their De- 
fence, the Meſiah could not conſequently ap- 
pear in the Equipage of a Conqueror, ſur- 
rounded with Horſes and Chariots, without 
breaking a poſitive command of the Law. 
This Second Poſition being grounded 
upon an Hypotheſis new in many reſpects, 
the Biſhop, in order to make it good, 
has been obliged ro produce and explain 
| ſeveral Places of Scripture, and to ſhew 
by the Management of the Kings of I/ 
rael, by God's dealing with them, and 


by the Declarations of his Prophets, that 


it was not lawful for thoſe Princes to uſe 
_ Horſes and Chariots in War; and has given 
us the reaſons for prohibiting them. Now: 


8 


th — ©, fg my AY 


i BY» 


+. 5 

as all this could not be done in a few Lines, 
there is no wonder if it has taken up the 
greateſt part of his Lordſhip's Diſſertati- 
on. The Queſtion is only, whether that Pre- 
late has made out his Thefis, or no. The Ler- 
ter-writer denies it, and pretends to bring 
convincing Reaſons for it. Let us carefully 
examine them, . e 


The Biſhop has cited, as the funda- 
mental Proof of his Opinion, the Law 
in Der:teronomy xvili. 16. wherein every 
Prince who ſhould ſucceed to the Govern- 
ment of 1/rae/, was forbidden to multiply 
Horjes, and to cauſe the People to return to 


Egypt, to the end that he ſhould multiply p. 5. 6. 


Horſes. To this the Obſervator replies, 
W hat appearance is there here of the Prohi= 
b1t10n of the uſe of Horſes in War? Tis pity 
that the Train of Accidents by which this 
Gentleman was determined to draw 5 | 
baſte his Obſervations, did not give him 
ime to pauſe upon, and confider calmly 
ne Expreſſions of this Text; for no doubt 
he would eafily have perceived, that tho” 
ar is not expreſly mentioned, yet *tis 
neceſſarily implied in the Word Multiply. 
\ King has his Guards for the Security of 
his Perſon, and for State; but when he 
multiplies or augments conſiderably . his. 
Forces, 


EE 
Forces, tis not difficult to judge that he 
deſigns to make uſe of them in War. 


2. If it is not directly declared, that it 


was With relation to War, that God for- 


bid the Kings of T/rae! to multiply Horſes, 


neither is it ſaid that it was to prevent Lux- 
ury and Oftentation, as the Letter-uriter 
pretends. 8 | 


3. This Law being exyreſs'd in gene- 


ral Terms, and the Reaſon of it but in- 
directly ſpecified, we muſt neceſſarily ex- 
plain it by the enſuing Events, and have 
recourſe to the Hiſtory of the ſucceeding 
Ages. Now if we examine it, it plainly 
appears, as the Biſhop of Bangor has very 
well obſerved, that the intention of God 


Was to hinder the Iſraelites from uſing 


Horſes and Chariots in War, in oppoſition 
to the conduct of other Nations, he hav- 
ing taken upon himſelf the care of de fend- 
ing his People againſt all their Enemies, 
and deſigning to convince the whole Earth, 
that he alone was the Author of their Vic- 


tories. Horſes were never forbid to theſe 


Princes for common uſe, and for State, 
ſince many Kings, and in particular David, 
had a conſiderable number of them, with- 

out having ever been reprov'd for it; where- 

as they have been conſtantly cenſured and 
| = 5a for uſing Horſes and Chariots in 
200”: OY hs 


But 


CTY. 

But the Letter-writer thinks fit to alledge 
another Reaſon, which I ſuppoſe he has ta- 
ken upon Truſt, and without due Exami- p. 6. 
nation. Egypt it ſeems, ſays he, was the 
Place from whence the moſt proper Supplies 
of this Kind were to be had, Now the King 
is forbidden to multiply Horſes, becauſe this 
would prove the Occaſion of the People's re- 
turning to Egypt, which was unlawful for 
them to do ; for as much as the Lord hath 
ſaid ———. The Reaſon of this Reſtraint 
eemeth lo be the Danger of Idolatry, if they 
renewed their Acquaintance with the Egyp- 
tians. But there's in the Text not one ſin- 
gle Word about Idolatry, no more than a- 
bout Luxury and Offentation.” 

2. Tis to be obſerved that the Conjuncs = 
tion Yau, which 1s here rendered by for as 
much, ſignifies properly and, ſo that it can 
be of no Service to the Author's Suppoſi- 
tion. But if he thinks that as it is a general 
Copulative Conjunction, it implies very of- 
ten ſomething more, as becauſe, for, for- 
aſmuch, I ſay that it may as well ſignify 
in this place, ęſpecially: He ſhall not cauſe 
the People to return to Egypt to the End that 
e ſhould multiply Horſes, eſpecially after 
be Lord hath ſaid unto you, ye ſhall ng 
more return this Way. And then, theſe 
laſt Words muſt be conſidered, not as the 
Wicaſon why Princes were forbidden to ſend 

ns the 
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1 
the People into Egypt, for multiplying of} 
Horſes, but only as an additional Conſidera- 
tion which Moſes makes Uſe of, to ingage 
more effectually the Kings of 1/rael to the 
obedience of that Law. The learned 
Calmet in his Commentary upon the Place, 
follows this Interpretation, and tranſ- 
lates the Hebrew Conjunction in the ſame 
Manner, after the YVulgar Tranſlation 0j 
the Bible, FOR og 


3. 1 add, that the Danger of Idolatry can 
never have moved God to prohibit the J 
raelites going into Egypt particularly, te 
multiply Horſes, ſince they could get the 
alſo from ſeveral other neighbouring Coun 
tries, as Armenia, Perfia, Tyre, &c, where 
they might likewiſe be corrupted by the 
great Superſtitions that were reigning it 
thoſe Places: And tis upon that Accoun 
that the Rabbins extend that prohibition ti 


© ra my | — ES 1 e 


any other Country indifferently, (1). 1 7 
Egypt is here named in particular, tis be ., 


cauſe it lay near, and abounded wit 
Horſes, and thoſe of the beſt kind, above 
all other Countries (a) Tis eaſy to judge b 


—_— 
8 


(1) Vetat equos multiplicare ſibi, etiam 2 terra naſin 
etiam & terra Sinear (h. e. Babylonica), etiam per modi 
mercaturæ alioguin licitæ. Moſes B. Nachman in ſuo P. 
ruſch ſuper h. 1. HT =_ C3} 


(a) Vid. Boch. Hieroz. Lib. II. cap. 9. ( 


_ 191 
the Number of thoſe Horſes which Solomon 
kept, by the immenſe Duty he raiſed upon 
them (a), and by the Eagerneſs the neigh= 
bouring Princes had to purchaſe them, 
even at an extravagant Price, how much 
they were valued above others. We learn 
from modern Travellers, that the Egyp- 
tian Horſes are extremely fine and of the 
beſt Shape, and that the Turks don't allow 
Foreigners to make Uſe of them, no doubt 
the better to preſerve, and increaſe the 
Breed in their own Country (5). Moreover 
the Egyptians were the Firſt, who brought 
Horſes into the Field, and even long be- 
fore all other Nations, as we learn from 
Plutarch upon Ts and Ofiris. It was then 
to be feared, leaſt the Kings of 1/rae!l, 
ſhould ſend the People into Egypt, rather 
than any where elſe, to buy Horſes, and to 
learn how to manage them to the beſt Ad- 
vantage in War, And this is the Reaſon 
why God forbids thoſe Princes to cauſe the 
Jews to return thither, upon that Account. 
4. Let us conſider, hit the Ifraelites 
W were not permitted, before they were in 
Poſſeſſion of the Land of Canaan, to re- 


— — — — — — 


(a] See 1 Kings X. 28, 29, 2 Chron. I. 16, 174 The 
famous Bochart, and after him the learned Calmet, un- 
derſtand thoſe Places in that Senſe. . 
by See Calmet's Commentary upon 1 Kings, X. 28, 29. 
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dured in the Wilderneſs, they ſhould be 


| had reſolved, and ſolemnly promiſed their 
| Fore-Fathers, to give them the Land of 
Canaan for an Inheritance; but how 
could that have been executed, had they 
returned into Egypt, and been obſtinately 
reſolved to dwell in that Country ? This 
is the Opinion of Aben Ezra, in his Com- 
mentary upon the Place before us, and of | 
_ ſome Chriſtian Interpreters (a). 


ced into the Land of Promiſe, they were 
bound, had it been but out of Gratitude, and 
to preſerve the Memory of the great Won- 
ders God had wrought for their deliverance, 


[70] 
turn into Egypt, for Fear, that comparing- | 
the Fertility and Sweetneſs of this Coun- 
try, with the Pains and Troubles they en- 


tempted to ſettle there again, and thereby 
render uſeleſs, the miraculous Deliverance 
God had wrought for them, and the fur- 
ther Deſigns he had in their Favour. He 


ee AN 


* , 4 
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When the [/raelites were once introdu- 
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not to forſake it (5). Beſides, how could they 
renounce the Country of Canaan, without 
renouncing all the Bleſſings and Promiſes 
God had annexed to that Habitation, and 
without confounding themſelves with the 


* * 


2 —— 


{«) See amongſt others, Gerundens in loc. 11 
(%) See Carpzoy. in Schickard. vr, 
SDN 5 other 


[17] 
other People of the Earth, which he ſuf- 
fered to err in their Ways? So it is plain, 
that if he did forbid the Jews to return 
into Egypt, it was to prevent their Settling 
there again, in Contempt of the Holy 


; their Fathers. This is confirmed by Je- 
remiab xi, XLIII, XLIV, by the Talmud 
. i of Jeruſalem (a), and by Rabbi Mai mo- 


nides, who ſpeaks to this Purpoſe, Tis lau- 


ful to go into Egypt for Trade, or any other 


Bufineſs, and to conquer it; but tis forbid- 


proves farther that the Prohibition of 
returning into Egypt was not abſolute and 


f 
7 
; den to fray or ſettle there (%. And what 
8 


unlimited, is, that ſeveral Holy Men are 


Diſpleaſure of God; as for Inſtance, Uriab, 
Feremiab, &c c ). 


us, when he argues as if God had forbid 
the People to multiply Horſes, for Fear 
they ſhould go into Egypt; whereas it is 
quite the Reverſe, for God forbids them 


— 


* — — 


ta) Al confidendum nd redeas ; redeat autem vel ai reg. 
tandum, vel ad bellandum. In Maſech Sanhedrin. | 
(] De Regib. Hebr. Cap. V . ot 

(+) Sce Jerem. XXVI. and XLIII. 
— 84 — "ITY to 


er 


Land, which he had graciouſly given to 


gone thither for Refuge, in Time of Per- 
ſecution, even before the Deſtruction f 
the firſt Temple, without incurring the 


5. Laſtly, The LetterWWriter doth. en- 
tirely miſtake the Senſe of the Place before 
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to go into Egypt, in order to prevent their | 
multiplying of Horſes. Mind the Words 
of the Text, and ſee if any Thing can be 


plainer; He (the King) ſhall not cauſe the 
People to return into Egypt, ro THE END 
that he ſhould multiply Horſes. A Prince 
may multiply Horſes, not only by buying 
of them, but alſo by making Alliances 


with Nations that abound: with them, 
and this ſeems to be the Caſe here; for the 
great Strength of the Egyptians, conſiſted 
in Horſes and Chariots, and it is certain the 
Jews had often recourſe to them for Sue- 
cour in Time of War, a Conduct God 
had all along diſproved and expreſsly for - 
| bidden, as it appears by theſe Words in 
Tſaiah. xxx. 1, 2, 3. Moe to the Rebelhaus | 
Children, ſays the Lord, who take Counſel, 
but nat of me, —— that walk to go down 


into Egypt, ta ſtrengthen themſelves in the 
Strength of Pharaoh, and to truſt in the 
Shadow of Egypt. Therefore ſhall the 
Strength of Pharaoh, be your Shame, and 


the Truſt in the Shadow of Egypt, yaur Con- 
7 Aud again, __ 1. Woe to them 
that go aown to Egypt for help, and ſtay on 
8 Horſes and truſt on Clovis becauſe they 


are many, and in Horſemen, becauſe they are 
very ſtrong, &c. It is manifeſt therefore, 


that when God did forbid the People to go 
to Egypr, his Vigw was not to prevent the 


Dan: 
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[13] 
Danger of Idolatry, but their entering into 
an Alliance with the Egyprians, in Order to 
have from them a Strength of Horſes and 
Chariots, Beſides, if the Danger of Idola- 


hibition, how came it to be limited to the 
multiplying of Horſes? Should not the % 


it was? 


turning into Egypt, mult be taken literally. 
What will become of the Reaſon he brings, 
and which, he thinks, forms an inſo- 


potheſis ; I mean the Danger of Idolatry ? 
And yet tis eaſy to make good this Aſſer- 


Reflections. 5 


againſt the 1/achites, who being jog 


try had been the true Reaſon of that Pro- 


raelites, in this Caſe, have forbore go- 
ing into Egypt upon any Account whatſo- 
ever? Could it ever have been lawful for 

| them to undertake ſuch Travels for Trade 
or for Refuge, as we have juſt now ſeen 


E Hitherto, I have ſuppoſed with the Let R 5 
3 ter-Writer, in Order to ſhew that it is not 
difficult to confute him according to his 
own Principles, that the Prohibition of re- 
But what will he ſay, if I prove tis reaſo- 
nable to explain it in a figurative Senſe ? 
luble Objection againſt the Biſhop's Hy- 


tion, as it will appear by the following 


I. The great Indignation God did ſhew 


[14] 

by Hunger and Thirſt in the Wilderneſs» 
would march back into their Native Coun- 
try where they would certainly have been in 
leſs Danger of Idolatry, than of being pur 
to the Sword, as Thieves, Murderers, and 
Rebels; muſt be carefully diſtinguiſh'd from 
the Command God gives here to the Kings 
not to cauſe the People to return into Egypt, 
ſince the Kings were not eſtabliſhed in 
Ifrael, but ſome Hundred Years after the 
Conqueſt of the Holy Land 
2. I confeſs that if the Jews, in Obe- 

- dience to their Prince, had returned into 
Egypt, and ſettled there as Subjects, they 
might have been in the greateſt Danger of 


falling into Idolatry; but is it credible, that 
any King of 1/rae/ſhould be ſo mad, as to 


ſurrender himſelf and his People, for Slaves 
to the Egyptians ? If, on the Contrary, the 
Fes had come into Egypt, as Conquerors, 
where was the Danger of Tdolatry, any 
more than in diſpoſſeſſing the Canaanites, 
who were alſo Idolaters? ?? 


3. If you ſay, that the Queſtion in this 


place is not of ol! the People in general, 


but only of thoſe that might go into Egypt 
to bring from thence Horſes, J cannot un- 
derſtand how the true Worſhip of God 
| could ſufter any Injury in Judea from 2 
Dozen or Two of Feckeys going and com- 
ing, tho! we ſhould ſuppoſe they would 
have 


C/ TT ade. ee ee ro + 


BEM — 
have been ſeduced by the Egyptian Super- 
r 1 
4. All this, I think, tends to prove, that 
to return to Egypt, is a metaphorical Ex- 
preſſion, for imitating or reviving the Cu- 
ſtoms of the Egyßtians. And indeed, the 
Verb Mt does very often relate to the 
Change of Inclinations, either for the bet- 
ter, or the worſe (ar Beſides, the follow- 
ing Words lead us naturally to this Senſe, 

Ye ſhall no more return that Way, And 
pray what Way? Is it the ſame Way the 
Tfraehtes came from Egypt, through the 
Red Sea, into the Wilderneſs? but this was 
impoſſible. So that the Original Word 
17 muſt neceſſarily be taken in a figurative 
Senſe, as in many other Places of Scrip- 
ture (5) Ye ſhall no more return that Way, 
chat is, Ze all not return to the Ways of 

> e Egyprians, ye ſhall not follow their 
EGS. Eo. 55 . 
; But whether theſe Words be underſtood 
literally or metaphorically, it plainly appears 
that the Reaſon of the Prohibition of re- 
turning into Egypt, was not the Danger of 
idolatry, and conſequently that this Dan- 
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(a) Vide Deut IV. zo. El. VI. 10. Jer. XI. 10 
Ezech. XVIII. 26, 27. & alibi paſſim. 


0) Genefis XIX. 31. Pl. I. 1, 6. Ef. X. 24, 26. 
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Armoury: David himſelf, though enga- 


[6] 


ger cannot be conſidered as the true Motive 


of the other Prohibition of multiplying 


Horſes, We muſt look for it in the Na- 
ture of the Theocracy eſtabliſhed among 
the 1/raelites, as the Biſhop of Bangor has 
done, God being the true King of that 


People, wanted neither Horſes nor Cha- 
_ riots to protect them againſt their Ene- 
mies. It was alſo neceſſary to forbid them 
the Uſe of thoſe military Preparations, that 
it might evidently appear in the Eyes of all 
the World, that JEHOVAH was their | 
immediate Governour, and that inſtead of 
putting their Truſt in Human Means, they 
| ſhould remember him as their only Deli- 
verer. e , ey 


Every body knows, that God acted, in a 


Manner, as their Captain General, and 


that they were not allowed to enter into 


any War, without his Advice and Conſent: 


He alone ordered every Thing for the Bat - 
tle : The Ark of the Covenant, the viſible 


Symbol of his Prefence, marched at the 
Head of the Army : Of ſeveral thouſand 


Men aflembled to go to the Enemy, he 
did commonly chuſe but a ſmall Number : 
There were amongſt the Hebrews, neither 
regular Forces, nor Soldiers in Pay, nor 


ged 
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, & ge in continual Wars, never had but the 
Militia: Solomon is the firſt, who kept any 
Cavalry, and Chariots of War. 
This Notion of the Jewiſh Theocracy 
. will nor, 1 hope, be looked upon as a 
on of Fancy and Imagination, for it is 
evidently grounded in the Scripture, as all 
choſe who have treated of the Republick of 
e Hebrews, have proved at large (a). Be- 
t fore they joined Battel, the High Prieſt 
was obliged by the Law, to tell the People 
= = 6), O Iſrael, you approach this Day unto 
£ i Sattel againſt your Enemies; let not your | 
y Hearts faint, fear not, and do not tremble, 
= 1221ther be ye terrified becauſe of them ; for 


| tbe Lord your God is he that goeth with you, 
10 Fight for you agatnſt your Enemies; and to 
ve you. GiDEoON having delivered the 
a 8 7/raelites, from the Yoke of Midian, by 
d che manifeſt Interpoſition of God, the 
0 ra offers him the Sovereignity (c): 
t: Rule thou over us, both thou, and thy Son, 
t- and thy Son's Son alſo ; for thou hadſt deli- 
le ¶ vered us from the Hand of Midian. But he 
ne preſently anſwers, I will not rule over you; a 


— ied — 


( a) Vide inter alios Joſeph. Antiq. Lib. IV. cap. 8. 2 
r: x 1 
Spencer de Legib. Hebr. Cunæus de Rep. Hebr. Carpzov. 
ler in Schickard. | . N 

(2) Deut. XX. 3, 4 
(e) judg. VIII. 22, 23. 5 


neitbe, 
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neither ſhall my Son rule over you: The 


Lord. ſhall rule over you. When Samuel 
ſaw that the People did obſtinately demand 
a King, he grieved at it, and preſented 


himſelf before the Lord, to know his Will; 
but he receiv'd this Anſwer, They have not 


rejected thee, but they have rejedted me, that 


T ſhould not reign over them, 1 SAM. vIII. 7. 


Add to this, the Reproach he made to the 


T/raelites in lay ing down his Office, When 
you ſaw, that Nahaſh, the King of the 


Children of Ammon came againſt you, ye 
 faid unto me, Nay, but a King ſhall reign 


o r us; | when the Lord your God, was your 


Kang, 1 SAM. xII. 12. The Kings them- 
ſelves, who did afterwards govern the 
People, were properly no more than Vice- 
Rois, or God's Lieutenants, whom he ap- 
: pointed or depoſed at his own Pleaſure, 
who were obliged to conſult him upon all 
important Affairs, and who could not in 


particular, undertake any War, but by his 
_ expreſs Orders; as it appears by the Hiſto- 
ry of Saul, of David, of Solomon, and of 

the moſt Part of the ſucceeding Princes. 
This being evinced, tis plain, that the 
Reaſon Why God forbids the Kings of 
Iſrael to multiply Horſes, is that he would 
have neither Cavalry, nor Chariots of War 
in an Army of which he was properly the 
General, leſt che People ſhould rely upon 
thoſe 


[ 19 } 


thoſe warlike Preparations, and attribute 
their Victories to their own Strength. 
This is alſo the Opinion of moſt Jews and 
Chriſtian Commentators. Rabbi B. Nach- 
man ſays (a), that God forbids Princes to 
multiply Horſes, for Fear they ſhould confide 
in their Cavalry, when tis numerous, or in 
their Horſemen when they are ſtrong, but on 
the contrary, to the End that they ſhould put 
their Truſi in God alone; plainly alluding 
to the Words of 1/azah, xxx1. 1. Abar- 
banel is of the ſame Mind, for he para- 
phraſes thus the Law in Deuteronomy (5), 
F you demand a King, ſuch as other Na- 
Lions have over them, yet he ſhall not place 
e bis Strength in a vaſt Number of Horſes, 
according to the Cuſtoms of Idolaters; but 
Le (ball put his Hope and Confidence in the 
e, Ling God, and he ſhall not delight in the 
11 8 Strength of the Horſe. The great St. Baſile, 
in and our beſt Interpreters take this Law 1 in 
is the ſame Senſe (c). 5 

-I have a little inlarged upon chis Polar 
to convince the Letter oriter, if he is ca- 
pable of Conviction, that he wrongfully 
pretends that the Prohibition to return in- 
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(a) Is ſuo Peruſch. Sup. h. * 

{6) Comment. in loc. ay 88 
(e) Baſil. in Pfalm. xxx11. Gerundenſis, Bonfrerivs, 
Menochius, Vatabl. Eſtius, Tirinus, Ain worth, Ke. in loc, 
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to E pr, for Fear of Idolatry, is the very 
Reaſon of the Prohibition made to Kings 


to multiply Horſes, and alſo that it is unjuſt 


in him to accuſe the Biſhop of Bangor 


with having forged on this Subject an Hy- 
pothefis equally new and chimerical. I 4 


peal to all impartial Readers, whether rhe | 
Explanation his Lordſhip has given of that 

particular Law, be not founded upon Rea- 

ſon, agreable to the Nature of the Govern- 

ment eſtabliſh d amongſt the Iſraelites, and 

ſupported by the concurring Authorities of 

a great Number of Interpreters both An- 


cient and modern. If that Prelate has 


built, upon this Explanation, a ce. apleat 
and coherent Syſtem, the Glory of the In- 
vention does indeed entirely belong to him, 
but tis very unfair to endeavour to obſcure F 
it by the odious Names of Novelty and 


Singularity. J forbear faying any more, 
and will proceed tothe Examination of the 
Letter-writer $ Obſervations. . 


He aſks why we muſt 8 as 2 
Command, the Words in foſhua x1. 6. 
which his Lordſhip has produced to ſupport 


his Hypotheſis: And the Lord ſaid unto Jo- 


fhua, Be not afraid becauſe of them; For 
To-morrow about this Time will ] deliver 
them * all Jain 7 Iſrael: Thou hes 

Doug 
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hough their Horſes, and burn their Chariots 
with Fire. And he pretends, that this is 
only an Aſſurance of the compleat Victory 
Joſbua was to obtain, the Day following, 
over the Kings of Canaan. But does he 
not know, that in all Languages, the future 
Tenſe is very often made Uſe of for the Im- 
perative Mood ? If I ſay to my Servant, To- 
morrow you ſhall do ſuch and ſuch Things, is 
it not as much as I command you to do it? 
That this be the Genius of the Hebrew 
Tongue, I want J hope, no further Proofs, 
chan the Terms made Uſe of in the Inſtitu- 
tion of the Paſſover (a). There ſhall no 
Strarger eat thereof. — When thou haſt 
1- i circumciſed him, then ſhall he eat thereof. — 

All the Congregation of 1ſrael ſhall keep it, 
Sc. Who, in his Senſes, can ſay, this is 

a Prediction, and not a ſtanding Rule? 
I add, that the Septuagint, and all the 
Commentators, do unanimouſly take the 
Words of God to Joſbua, for an abſolute 
Command: Which is confirmed by the 
Execution, v. 9. And Joſhua tid unto 
a 7hem, as the Lord bad him: he houghed their 
6. Hor/es, and burnt their Chariots with Fire. 
ort I own that the Verb wx doth commonly 
ſignify, To ſay, To tell; but in Reſpect of 
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(a) Exod, x11. 43, &c. „ 
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God, it very often implies Something 
more, vig. a Command, or an Act of his 
Power. And God ſaid, Let there be Light, 
and there was Light. (a). There is a long 
Note of Rabbi Kimchi upon the laſt men- 
tioned Words in Joſhua, which is very 
much to the Purpoſe. ” Jaſbua, fays he, 


5, 


4 


55 
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did hough their Horſes, that what God 
had told him v. 6. might plainly appear 
to be a Command. Now if you aſk, 
why there was no ſuch Order given be- 


fore that Time, the Anſwer is eaſy; Be- 


cauſe Horſes and Chariots are of no Uſe | 
in Sieges, but only in Set Battles, and 
this was the Firſt Set Battle the Ca- 
naanites had offered to Joſbua, and con- 
ſequently the firſt Time they brought 
with them Horſes and Chariots, as it 

appears by the Scripture. 
Almighty would thereby make the I/ 
raclites ſenſible, that he alone was their 


Deliverer, and that they were not to 


wruſt- in Horſes and Chariots, like the 
Nations round them. 
| Houghing did not kill Horſes, it being 
only an Inciſion below the Knee, which 
makes them unable to walk. This is 
coy kn to his * Sym, 
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and ſhews that TJo/hua's deſign in hougli- 
ing the. Horſes and burning the Chariots 
of the Canaunites, was to render them 
uſeleſs in War, not only for the Enemy, 
but for the 1/raelites themſelves, MT 
But, ſays the Letter-Writer, it was pro- P. 6. 
per to deſtroy all theſe Inſtruments of Mar, 
becauſe the People under Josuuà's Command 
had no Skill to manage Horſes and Chariots. 
Suppoſe ſo ; Could not 7o/hua, Caleb, and all 
thoſe who were under Twenty Yearsof Age, 
when they left Egyyt, and were ſtill living 
at that Time, put the People in the Way of 
| managing Horſes and Chariots? For cer- 
tainly they had ſeen Abundance of them 
in Egypt, and were not unacquainted with 
them. Beſides, there's no Doubt, but their 
Fathers, and the Egyptians who followed 
them in great Numbers (a), brought in their 
Emigration ſome Hundreds (if not Thou— 
ſands) of Horſes, to carry Part of their 
heavy Baggage, which it was impoſſible for- 
them to do upon their Shoulders. And 'Y 
pray, why might not the Breed of thoſe 
Animals have been kept up in the Wilder- 
neſs, as eaſily, as that of Sheep and.Oxen ? 
If then Joſhua deſtroyed the Horſes and 
Chariots of the Candanites, inſtead of ap- 
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| 440 i 
lying them to the Uſes of War, accor 

10 alf the Rules of Human N 

was only in Obedience to the poſitive Or- 
der and Command of God. 

But ſuppoſe, ſays this Obſervator, Jorunk 

had received ſuch an Order, this would be 

uo more a ſtanding Rule, how to manage in 


all Afairs of War, than Gideon's Strata- 


gem, than David's Sling, or Sarnpſon's 
| Zaw-Bone. What pitiful Reaſoning! Theſe 
ſeveral Caſes are Nothing to the Purpoſe, 
being limited and confined to particular 
Occaſions, whereas the Command given 
to Zoſhua 1s parallel to, and coincident with 


the Law in Deuteronomy, mentioned before; | 
which was general. 'This Command, or | 

this Law, was religiouſly obſerved till the | 
Reign of Solomon, and he, with his Succel- | 


ſors, were puniſhed for violating it; but 
dan any Thing like it be ſaid of the three 
, Inſtances alledged? _- .. 
Nevertheleſs, the Author is ſo good a as 


to own, that God might in the Settling of 


Bis choſen People, and in ſeveral of their 
Deliverances, becauſe he afforded them mi- 
raculous Aſiſtances, 5 many Human 
Meaſures. yi well, Sir! the Biſhop of 
Bangor ſays che ſame: Only he ea the 


Prohibition General, as to Horſes and Cha- 


riots; whereas you do reſtrain it without 


Proofs, and without any. Neceſſity to cer- 
rain 
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tain- patticular Caſes, concluding from 

thence; it will not follow; that it was un- 
" 8 awful for David to uſe wy in his Wars 

with the Moabites; Syrians, &c. But ſince 

it appears by the Management of that 

great Prince, that he did follow the Exam- 

ple of Joſbua, in houghing the Horſes of 


” WW the Eneiny (4), is it not manifeſt he 


oy WY 


s thought theſe Aſſiſtances were unlawful, 
* . . a * | 5 
according to the Law in Deuteronomy, and 


the Order given to Joſbua? To what other 
Cauſe, can we aſcribe a Proceeding ſo con- 
ns trary to all the Rules of Human Prudence? 
hl The Letter-Writer ſays further, that 5p. - 
© Thos David houghed the Horſes, yet it is no 
are Conſequence, that he made Uſe of none in 
oh bs Wars; no more than the nailing of Can- 
-von, and deſtroying Ammunition in our Days, 
It 19 a Pref | of therr not being employed by 
Commanders, who prattiſe thoſe Arts of War. 
But I defite the Gentleman to conſider, that 
as W Guns are never nailed, or Ammunition de- 
of ſtroyed, but when they cannot be removed: 
7 Whereas David might eafily carry away 
che Horſes and Chariots, with the Reſt of 
the Spoils of his Enemies, and turn to his 
Advantage this additional Force, had it 
"WI been lawful for him to do it: And, that he 
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never made Uſe of ſuch Inſtruments of 
War, appears by three different Enumera- 
tions of his Forces, that are recorded in the 
Scripture : The Fir, when he was pro- 
| claimed King of 1/rael, in Hebron (1 Chron. 
x11.) ; the Second, when being come to 
[| the greateſt Pitch of Grandeur, he forgot | 
| that his Strength was not in the Multipli- 

city of Soldiers, but intirely in the Lord 
(2 Sam. xx1iv. 1. Chron. xxl.); And the 
laſt, towards the latter End of his Life 
(1. Chron. xxv11.). But there's in none of 
them, the leaſt mention made of Horſes 
and Chariots, from whence it is natural to 
conclude, as the Biſhop of Bangor has] 
done, he had none at all for the Purpoſes 
© "Oe ORR 
p. 7, & 8. No, no, ſays our Ob/ervator, Mention not 
ZBeing made of Horſes, &c. in the Accounts 
wwe have of David's Armies and Battles, 
doth not oblige us to take it for granted, that 
he had none. And pray why not? Hear 
his Reaſon, or rather his Shuffling ; It 1. 
evident Jehoſhaphat had Horſes ( 1 Kings 
XXII. 4. and 2 Kings 111.7.) and yet in thi g 
Muſter we have of his Forces (2 Chron 
XVII. 14,15, &c.) of theſe no mention is made 
But are theſe two Caſes parallel? Notice ii 
is taken in one Place of 7ehoſhaphat having 
Horſes; and tho' Notice be not taken in 
another, I think tis all one in the main, fo 
Fe MT. . "Jong 
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e| long as the Fact is recorded ſome where in 

the Scripture. But with Reſpect to David, 
no ſuch Thing is mention'd any where, di- 
© I realy, nor indirectly, and even the Contra- 
ry ſeems to be intimated by the Deſtruction 


he made of Chariots and Horſes. Such a 
remarkable Silence comes up to a direct 
Proof, or elſe an univerſal Scepticiſm would 
1 be ſoon introduced into Hiſtory. 
1C 


fe The Lord Biſhop of Bangor had very 
well remarked (Diſſertation, p. 18.) that 
David was the laſt of the Rulers over I/. 
rael who obſerved the Law againſt multi- 
I plying Horſes. Upon which, the Tani” 
Writer thinks fit to extol the Piery of 
hoſhaphat and Fofiah, and to aſk, if there 
7s any where to be found the leaſt Hint of a 
"= Reproof upon the Account of their having 
les, Horyes, Se. | 
But, to begin by Jeboſbapbat, I o n 
chat he is no where directly cenſured for 
having made Uſe of Horſes and Chariots 
nge in War; but the bad Succeſs of his Arms 
doth ſufficiently demonſtrate how diſagree- 
able ſuch a Management was to God Al- 
mighty. This Prince having made an Al- 
lance with Abab, for retaking Ramotb- 
Gilead, they both bring into the Field, a 
great Number of Horſes and Chariots; 
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[28] 
but they are entirely routed, One loſing his | 
Life upon the Spot, and the other making | 
his Eſcape with very great Difficulty (a). | 

On the Contrary, ſome Time after, Fe- 
hoſhapha: being informed that the Moabites 
and Ammonites deſigned to invade his Do- 
' minions, and were coming with a formi- 
dable Army, he is ſo wiſe, as not to rely | 
upon his own Strength , but putting his | 
whole Truſt in God, he advances not with | 

Horſes and Chariots, but on Foot, with | 
the People ſinging to the Glory of him, | 
who alone was able to deliver them. And | 
_ accordingly, he obtains an entire Victory, 
without ſtriking a Blow, ſuch a Diviſion 
being got amongſt the Enemies, that they 
deſtroyed one another, and none eſcaped (0. 


Could the Supreme Being, in a better Way, 


than this Difference of Succeſs, teſtify his 
Diſlike of Horſes and Chariots in War, 
and that he would have the Princes of his 
People, put their whole Confidence in 
Hoy pious ſoever Felo/haphat was, yet 
it cannot be ſaid, as the Letter-Writer pre- 
tends, that had that King underſtood the 
Paſſage in Deuteronomy xv11. 16. in the 
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. (a ) See 1 Kings, XXXII. 2 Chron. XVIII, 
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Manner his Lordſhip has been pleaſed to ex- 


plain it, be would never have been gully 


of ſo wilful and notorious a Tranſgreſſion. 
Have not the greateſt Saints their Weakne(- 
ſes and failings, witneſs David a Man ac- 
cording to God's Heart? Did not Je- 


phat himſelf commit a great Fault in join- 


ing Affinity with Abab and Abaziah Kings 
ot 1jrael * Shouldeſt thou help the Ungodly, 
ſays to him Jehu the Prophet, and love them 
that hate the Lord (a). Did not Elieſer pro- 
phecy againſt him, ſaying, Becauſe thou 
haſt joined thyſelf with Ahaziah, the Lord 
hath broken thy Works, that is, deſtroyed thy 
Ships, ſo that they were not able to go to 
Tarſhiſh (H. Beſides, that Prince married 


his Son Fehoram with the Daughter of 


Ahab, a Niatch which could not be but 
very diſpleaſing to God, ſince it is poſitively 
{aid {c), that JEHORAM did Evil upon the 
Account of his Wife, Laſtly, is it not ex- 
preſsly recorded, that notwithſtanding Fe- 
boſhaphat's Piety, yet the High Places were 
not taken away, and the People offered and 
burnt Incenſe in the High Places (d). Are 

not all theſe ſo many Spots in that King's 

Life? And is it a Contradiction to ſuppole, 
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but they are entirely routed, One loſing his 
Life upon the Spot, and the other making 


his Eſcape with very great Difficulty (a). 
On the Contrary, ſome Time after, Je- 


hoſhaphas being informed that the Moabites 
and Ammonites deſigned to invade his Do- 


minions, and were coming with a for mi- 


dable Army, he is ſo wiſe, as not to rely 


upon his own Strength, but putting his 


Whole Truſt in God, he advances not with 
Horſes and Chariots, but on Foot, with 
the People ſinging to the Glory of him, 
' who alone was able to deliver them. And 


; | accordingly, he obtains an entire Victory, 


without ſtriking a Blow, ſuch a Diviſion 
being got amongſt the Enemies, that they 


| deſtroyed one another, and none eſcaped (6). 
Could the Supreme Being, i in a better Way, 


than this Difterence of Succeſs, teſtify his 
Diflike of Horſes and Chariots in War, 


and that he would have the Princes of his 


People, put their whole Confidence in 
him? 


How pious ſoever Feloſhaphat was, yet 


it cannot be ſaid, as the Letter-Writer pre- 
„ tends, that had that King underſtood the 
Paſſage in e XVII. 16. in the 
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Manner his Lordſhip has been pleaſed to ex- 
plain it, he would never have been guilty 
of ſo wilful and notorious a Tranſgreſſion. 
Have not the greateſt Saints their Weaknei- 
ſes and failings, witneſs David a Man ac- 
cording to God's Heart? Did not Feh9/-4- 


phat himſelf commit a great Fault in join- 


ing Affinity with Ahab and Abaziab Kings 
ot 1jrael * Shouldeſt thou help the Ungodly, 
ſays to him Fehu the Prophet, and love them 
that hate the Lord (a). Did not Elieſer pro- 
phecy againſt him, ſaying, Becauſe thou 


haſt joined thyſelf with Ahaziah, the Lord 
hath broken thy Works, that is, deſtroyed thy 
Ships, ſo that they were not able to go to 
Tarſhiſh (b). Beſides, that Prince married 


his Son Feboram with the Daughter of 


Ahab, a Niatch which could not be but 


very diſpleaſing to God, ſince it is poſitively 


ſaid (c), that JEH ORAM did Evil upon the 


Account of his Wife. Laſtly, is it not ex- 
preſsly recorded, that notwithſtanding Fe- 


boſbaphat's Piety, yet the High Places were 
not taken away, and the People offered and 
burnt Incenſe in the High Places (d). Are 


not all theſe ſo many Spots in that King's 
Life? And is it a Contradiction to ſuppole, 
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(d) 1 Kings, XXII. 44. 5 FT 
ES that 


1 

that a Man guilty of ſuch Miſdemeanours, 
ſhould alſo tranſgreſs the Law in Deutero- 
nomy, let his Virtue in any other Reſpects 

be never ſo eminent? Tis eaſy to fee by 
this, and by the Caſe of David, that the 
Obſervator has no farther Regard for the 
Silence of the Scripture, than as it turns 

to his Advantage. 

p. 3. But, ſays he, had ſuch a Mein (of 
„„ Horſes and Chariots in War) been as 
criminal, as we are now told, why do the in- 
ſpired Writers never mention it with diſlike? 
Strange! that he ſhould overlook the ſeve- 
ral and clear Places of the Scripture his 
| Lordſhip has alledged to prove the Contrary, 
eſpecially from Tjaiah and Hoſea, who pro- 
pPhecied near One Hundred Years, under 
Jerobobam the Second, and his Succeſſors, 
to the Deſtruction of the Kingdom of 
Tfrael, and under Four Kings of Judab, 
viz. Uzztah, fotham, Ahbaz, and Heze- 
Liab. Did not King David ſufficiently 
demonſtrate that the Uſe of Horſes and 
_ Chariots of War was unlawful, partly by 
his own Conduct, and partly by ſeveral 

| Declarations we find in his Pſalms. Be- 
des thoſe quoted by the Biſhop, there is 
one which is very expreſſive, An Horſe is 

@ vain Thing for Safety, neither ſhall he de- 
ver any by bis great Strength. Pf. xxxiii. 
17. Was not Solomon of the ſame Mind, 
when 
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when he ſaid, The Horſe is prepared againſt 
the Day of Battel, but Safety is f . 


Lord? Prov. xx1, 31, Did not God Al- 


mighty very often ſhew his Diſlike of thoſe 


military Preparations, by forſaking the 


Princes who had Chariots and Horſes in 


their Armies, and permitting them to be 


defeated, and on the Contrary, by bleſſing 
the Arms of thoſe, who thought it their 
Duty not to make Ule of ſuch Aſſiſtances? 


To the Inſtances already alledged by his 


Lordſhip, and by my felf, I ſhall only add 
the Example of A/a, which is the more 
remarkable, becauſe he was Fehoſhaphat's 
Father. He had neither Horſemen, nor 
Chariots of War, when Zerah the Etbio- 
pian came againſt him with an Army of 


Thouſand Thouſand, and Three Hundred 


Chariots (2 Chron. x1v,). But in that Extre- 


mity, he cried unto the Lord his God, re- 


ſting upon him; and in his Name, he 


went, and entirely defeated that ſtrong 
Army. Some time after, A/a bought very 


dear the Friendſhip of Benhadad King of 


Syria (who had a great Strength of Horſe- 
men and Chariots of War) againſt the King 
of 1/rael. Bur immediately a Propher came 
to him, and faid, Becauſe thou haſt rehed 


on the King of Syria, and not called on the 


Lord thy God, therefore 1s the Hoſt of the 
King of Syria eſcaped out of thine Hands : 


Were 
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Were not the Ethiopians, and the Lubims, 


a huge Hoſt, with very many Chariots and 


Horſemen ? Yet becauſe thou didſt rely on 
| the Lord, be deliver'd them into thine Hand. 
Ü Herein thou haſt done fooliſply; there- 
fore from henceforth, thou ſhall have Wars 
{2 Chron. xv1.). Could Fehoſhaphat be ig- 


grant of all this? And has the Letter- 


iter the leaſt Reaſon to maintain that 
inſpired Writers never mention with 
_ #)-/iike the Management of thoſe Princes, 
who made Uſe of Horſes and Chariots in 
What I have ſaid of Jeboſbapbhat, may 


be eaſily applied to King Joſab, who, not- 
withſtanding his Adherence to the Law of | 
| God in other Caſes, ſeems to have tranſ- 


greſſed in this particular Point, when he 
went out with all his Forces againſt Necho 
King of Egypt, in Favour of the Aſſyrias. 
In vain did this Prince ſend Ambaſſadors to 
him ſaying, (a) What have I to do with thee, 
thou King of Judah? I come not againſt 
_ Thee this Day, but againſt the Houſe where- 
with I have War, for God commanded me 


4 


10 make haſte : Forbear thee from medling 


01th God who is with me, that he deſtroy ther 


not: Fofiah perſiſted in his Reſolution, and 
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(s) 2 Chron, XXXV. 21. Kc. „ 
os | : hearkened 


+ = 
hearkened not to the Words of Necho from 
the Mouth of God. : 
I know that ſeveral Commentators, and 
in particular, the learned Dr. Pridcaux, 
underſtand theſe laſt Words of the falſe 

Gods of Egypt, the Oracles of which Necho 

had conſulted before he undertcok this Ex- 

pedition. But, beſides that it is natural to 

think the inſpired Writer would have ex- 
plain'd himſelf more clearly, if that had 
been his Meaning; Can it be ſuppoſed, 
that Necho, who was well acquainted with 
Fofiab's Principles, ſhould be to weak, as 
to imagine to fright him away by the 
Anſwers of ſuch Diviniries ? And, that 
the Supreme Being did actually interpoſe 
in this particular Occafion, appears by the 
Event, Fofab being not only routed, but 
allo mortally wounded by the Egyptians =. 
he had been threatned by Necho, Jrom toe. 
Mouth of Gl. 

It is not improbable that Necho had ad- 
vis'd with ſome of the Prophets amongſt 
the Jews, about his Expedition; for tho' 
| every People amongſt the Pagars, had 
their own Gods, yet they ſtood in Fear of 
thoſe of other Nations, and would even 
econſult them upon any extraordinary Buſi- 
neſs, eſpecially when they happened to be 
in the Countries, Where thoie Gods were 
Worſhipped. It may be alſo, that God Al- 
'F- "Py 
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mighty did ſend. one of his Servants to 
thar Prince, to induce him by the Pro- 
miſe of a good Succeſs, to come up, 
againſt the Aſſyrians. If we do but read ſl 
Feremiah, Ezekiel, Daniel, and Jonah, we | « 
ſhall find ſeveral Inſtances of Prophets who ! 
have declared to Heathens the Will oft. 
God, and what would happen to them. iſ « 
Therefore St. Ferom, Tirinus, Grotius, Ca-! 
met, and ſome other Commentators, are of i 
Opinion that Necho was, on this Occaſion, y 
directly informed of the Deſign of God, At 
by Feremiab, Who prophecied at that 2 
Time, or by ſome other inſpired Perſon. Ir 
And the Author of the Third Book of 
Hſdras, whoſe Teſtimony is not altogether | 
to be rejected, becauſe he is Apocryphal, | 
doth expreſly ſay (a), that Jos1an offered || 
Battel to Necho, without hearkening to the 
Hords of Jeremiah the Prophet, which pro- 
Seeded from the Mouth of the Lord. But 
let it be which Way it will, 'tis enough 
that Necho knew the Will of God. And F 
that this is the beſt Senſe of the Text, moſt | 
Interpreters, and among others, the learned 
Monſieur Le Clerc, do entirely . 
I conclude, that, ſince Jeſiab upon this 
Occaſion, acted Greatly contrary to the 
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ged in, during his whole Reign? And (to 


»Peath, 2 Chron. xxxv. 24. for he Was 


” Horſemen many in his Army, ſince there 


T9 1 
Orders of God, of which he might eaſily 


have been made certain, by conſolting im- 
mediately the Lord, either by his Prophets, 
or the High Prieſt, there's no Abſurdity to 
ſuppoſe, that, at the ſame Time, he viola- 
ted the Law againſt multiplying Horſes and 
Chariots. . If notwithſtanding his Ply, 
he committed the firſt Fault, why might 
not the Example of his predeceſſors 376 ag 
him to be guilty of the other for once, 
this being the only War he was ever enga- 


repeat the Biſhop of Bangor's own Words) Piſlert. 


” that he had Chariots and Horſemen, RO 
” appears plainly from the Account of his 


” wounded; in one Chariot, removed into 
another to be carried off, and tis very 
probable, that there were Chariots and 


3, 


appears no Scruple in him upon this 
Head. 4 

But here I muſt take Notice of the Let- 
lotto; unfair Proceeding, when he 
expreſſes himſelf, as if his Lordſhip had 
poſitively aſſerted, that Fefiah ied in 
bis Iniquity for having Horſes and Cha- 
riots. What doth he 1 mean by periſhing, 
an Exprefſion the Biſhop of Bangor has 
never made Uſe of? If he underſtands 
Eternal Damnation, tis a very unjuſt Re- 
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[ 46 ] 
flection, fince his Lordſbip had Nothing in 
View bur a Temporal Puniſhment, which 
Fofah underwent on this Occafion, and 
which was not inconſiſtent with his Salvati- 
on. It is even obſervable, that this illuſtrious 
Writer offers this only. as a Conjecture, 
which, tho' very probable, he will not 
Differt. warrant. ” That this was the true, or the 
P: e only Cauſe of his Misfortune, ſays he, 1 
5 ” dare not affirm, for I have no expreſs 
” Authority to ſupport me in affirming it; 
” bur this ſee, that he was found in the 
; 5 5 of Bartel, not with the Equipage 


' of a King of Judqab, but ſurrounded 


' with Forces. which the Law of his God 
80 had forbid Lin to truſt to, and which 


had often proved a Strength fatal to his 
Anceſtors.” 


And indeed, the more we mall examine 


this Con jectare, the better grounded it 
will appear. Under the Jeriſb Theocracy, 
the untimely and violent Death of Princes, 
and the bad Succeſs of their Arms, was 
always a manifeſt Puniſhment from God, 
and a viſible Token of the Wrath of 
Heaven. And pray, what more probable 
| Reaſon can be given of Jo, Misfortune, 
than his bringing Horſes and Chariots into 
the Field againſt Necho, contrary to the 
Divine Command, ſince this is the only 
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Vas he is expreſsly charged with, during 


his whole Reign ? 


I now come to the Paſſage in Feremiah 


xVII. 25. Then ſhall there enter into the 


Gates of this City, Kings and Princes ſet- 
ting upon the Throne of David, riding in 
. and on Horſes, they and their Prin- 
ces, the Men of Judah, and the Inhabitants 


of Jerutalem : Which the Biſhop of Ban- 


gor very juſtly conceives to be a Deſcrip- 
tion of a State of Peace and Security, (or, 


if I may be permitted to ſpeak after ſo 
great a Man, a Deſcription of the Trium 
phal Entry of Conquerors, with the Spoils 

of their Enemies). And this is evident from 
all the Expreſſions of the Text, and from 
what precedes and follows, the Letter- 


Writer himſelf dares not deny it 


But, ſays he, why muſt theſe Horſes and 


Chariots be only for State and Ornament ? 
and why muſt Solomon's be defigned for other 


purpoſes? Why? becauſe nothing can be 


plainer. So/omon, notwithſtanding his great 


Proſperity , had ſome powerful Adverſaries, 
as Hadad the Edomite, and Reſon King of 


Syria, Who were Enemies, and did Miſchief 


to Tjrael all the Days of that Prince, from 


the Time he was given to Women and to 
Idolatry 


* 10. 


| 
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be 1 
Kolatry (2). Now is it not natural to be- 
lieve, that he did defend his People againſt 
their Enemics, and make Uſe of his Horſes 


and Chariots for that Purpoſe ! The ſame 


may be ſaid wih Reſpect to Hamat-Zobab, 


Exion- geber, Eloth, and ſeveral other Places 


that he conquered, (0. 


Pray, confider this great Prince had no 


leſs than fourteen Hundred Chariots, and 
Twelve Thouſand Horſemen (c). To ſay 
that all theſe were only for Shew and Splen- 
dor, is as ridiculous, as if any Body aſſer- 
ted, chat the Artillery planted upon the 
Fortifications of Poriſinouth, is of no other 
Uſe, than to celebrate the King's Birth, 
or Coronaticn-Day. If we believe Jeſepbus, 
Solomon kept at Jeruſalem, for his Equipage 
and the Security of his Perſon, but half 


the Number of the Horſemen, and very 
few Chariots (d). He diſperſed all the Reſt 


upon the Borchers of his Dominions, and 


in the Strong Holds. This is agreeable 
with the Scripture-Hiſtory; for it is ſaid 
(e), He beſtowed his Horſemen and Chariots 
mn the Cities for Chariots, and with the King 
at Ferilſalem. And it is upon that Account, 
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(a) See 1 Kings. XI. (5) 2 Chron VI᷑I. 3, 17. 
(6) 1 Kings, IV. 26. X. 26 (4) Boch. Hieroz, 
Lib. II. cap. 9. (e) 1 Kings, X. 26. 


that 


[ 39 ] 
that the fortified Places he built to ſecure 
his large Frontiers, were called the Cherict- 
Cities. and the Cities of the Horſemen (7a). 


But the Letter-Writer pretends, there's 


at leaſt a fair Colour to ſuppoſe, theſe 12000 


Horſemen belonged to [1s twelve Great Offi- 


cers, and were employed by them in neceſſary 
Services, and that jeveral of the Herſes and 
Chariots might be taken up in this Manner, 


and others of them ufed for the Conveniency 
and State of his Courtiers, What Relation 
Solomen's Chariots and Horſemen have 


with his Twelve Great Officers, I don't 


Thouſand Cavaliers, to bring every Day 
1 Thirty Meaſures of fine Flour, and Three- 


{core Meaſures of Meal, and the fattcd Foul? 


(c). Fe as to the Oxen, the Sheep, &c. I 


| 
> hope they were drove cafily out of the 
] LIKE: 


peighbouring Paſtures. 


9 Of what Uſe could be the Horſes and 


[a n in the Eorders of the Kingdom, 
to Solomon's Courtiers at Ferufalem? Who 
doth not KNOW that this Sort of People 
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| (4) 1. Kings, IX. 19. hid IV. Tak (c} V- 82, £1. 
keep 


al 


underſtand. Theſe were only Purveyors, 5 
belonging to the Green Clith, whoſe Buſi- 
neſs was to provide Victuals for the King 
and his Houſhold (%. And who can ima- 
gine they wanted a Convoy of Twelve 
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keep as cloſe as they can, to the Perſon of 
the Sovereign? Beſides, I challenge the Ob- 
ſervator to produce one ſingle Place of 
Sacred or prophane Hiſtory, to ſhew what 


he ſeems to think to be the Caſe, that Cha- 
' riots were then in as common Uſe, as Coa- 


ches are now-a- Days. 


I find he has taken a ſpecial Care of the 


fair Sex, {or he believes Solomon's Wifes ; 
and Concubints, with their numerous Atten- 


 dants, eaſily found ſufficrent Bufineſs for the 


greater Part of theſe Horſes and Chariets. 


Bur, beſides the rp before mention'd, 
tis molt likely all theſe Women were con- 


_ fined, according to the Humour of the 


; Eaſtern Nations, in a fort of Seraglio, 


within the Verge of the Court, ſo that 


they had very little Occaſion for Horles 
and Chariot. 


Upon the whole, then, there's good Rea- 


fon to ſuppoſe, notwithſtanding all the 


Letter-Mriter's Pretences to the Contrary, 


the greater Part (if not all) of Solomon's 
Hor ſes and Chariots, to have been deſigned 
for the Defence of his Kingdom, and for 
the Purpoſes of War. The Gentleman has 


taken a great deal of Pains to clear that 


Prince in this Point, but had he done it 


effectually, it would be to no Purpoſe, ex- 
cept he had alſo cleared all the other Kings 
of Lfrael, who have uſed Horſes and Cha- 
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riots of War, which, I am ſure, is more 


than ever he can do. 


The Biſhop of Bangor having quoted, 


in Support of his Hypotheſis, Iſaiah x1. 6, 7. 
where the Prophet reckons the multiplying 
of Horſes and Chariots, amongſt the Sins 


which had incenſed God againſt the Fews, 


even amongſt Witchcraft and Idolatry; 
the Letter-Writer objects, that this is only 
to be underſtood of Pride and Luxury, be- 


cauſe of the Words which immediately 
go before, Their Land is alſo full of Silver 
and Gold, neither is there any End of their 


 Þ Treaſures. But by his Leave, thoſe Words 
are rather a Proof of the Contrary; for 


Money being the Sinews of War, that's the 


_ || Reaſon why Silver and Gold are mentioned 
e here jointly with Hor/es and Chariots, as 


If they are equally prohibited by the Law in 
s | Deuteronomy xvii. And, as we have pro- 


d ved before, that the great Deſign of God 


in forbidding to multiply Horſes and Cha- 


may be applied to the multiplying of Silver 
and Gold; for the Kings of 1/rae! were no 


Horſes. 


riot, was not to prevent Luxury, the ſame 


more to hire Troops in Diftruſt of God's 
Aſſiſtanee, than they were to multiply 
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The Caſe of Ezeſtiab is very - remar- 


kable, and will confirm our Explana- 
tion. He had gathered immenſe Riches, 
' which the Scripture fays poſitively God 
bad given him (a), and in which, conſe- 
e there could be no Evil. But he 


ewed them, with his Store-Houſes of 


Arms, to the Babylonian Ambaſſadors, as 
” Evidences of his own great Strength and 
Power. And this brought the Wrath of 


Gd upon him, and upon Fudah and Je- 


ruſalem, as it is expreſly ſaid; and it was 


but with much Humiliation and Repen- 
tance, he averted that Wrath during his 
Life. Is not this a good Proof, that the 
multiplying of Silver and Gold, as well as 
of Horſes nd Chariots, was forbidden to 
the Kings of 1/rael, nov to prevent their 
Luxury, but their vain Confidence in ſuch 
Human Afiſtances ? And, fince they are 


both joined in the Expoſtulation of thePro- 
ehict” as well as in the Law of Deuteronomy, 


had not the Biſhop of Bangor Reaſon to 
apply this Place to his Hypotheſis ? Foreſius, 


Jatable, and ſome) other Commentators, 


8 it in the ſame Manner. 1 
The Letter-Mriter pretends, that” the 
Be e . N to ee Hor- 
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3 
ſes from abroad, Reſtraints in that Re- 
ſpect were wiſely enjoincd, to prevent 
their Correſpondence with the Neigh- 
bouring Nations, and the opprefiive 
Meaſures of their Kings, in Order to 
ſupport ſuch Expences.” But N othing 
can be more frivolous. All thoſe who 
have read the Scripture with any Attention 
or have any Tincture of Geog at hy, know 
that the Holy Land did abound with excel- 
lent Paſture-Grounds, and with all Sorts of 
Cattle; And why ſhould the Breed of Hor- 
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ſes have been more difficult, than that of - 


Sheep and Oxen ? Suppoſe there had been 


no Horſes in that Country, when the 12 
raelites took Poſſeſſion of it, a few Studs 


would have been ſufficient in a ſhort Time, 


to ſupply all the Provinces. But it is. ex- 


preſly ſaid in the Book of Toſbra, x1. 4. 
that the Kings of Canaan had Horſes and 
Chariots very many. How eaſy was it then 
for the Jews, to preſerve and. increaſe the 
Breed of Horſes? And if they did not do 
it, no Doubt it was in Obedience to the 
Law in Deuteronomy, for there's no other 
Reaſon that can be imagined of a Proceed- 
ing ſo contrary to all the Rules of Human 
Prudence. IF Solomon, and his Succeſſors 


had Horſes brought from abroad, twas 


not becauſe they "could have no Breed in 
their own Country, but becauſe thoſe from 
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Egypt were much finer, and much more 
valued; So there was no Neceſſity that, 
in Order to have Horſes, the Fews ſhould 


keep a Correſpondence with the Neighbouring 
Nations, nor the leaſt Danger, that 20 ſup- 
port ſuch Expences, the Kings ſhould 
oppreſs the People. But here, mind how 
the Gentleman ſhifts, and runs from one 
Argument to another, as it ſerves his 
turn, He has ſuppoſed from the begin- 
ning, that the Danger of Idolatry was the 
true Reaſon ot the Prohibition to multiply 


Horſes, and now he brings i in another of a 


quite different Nature, viz. The Danger of 


Beal e e 15 my Logick and fair 


WR ? 


The! Lett er-Writer, bot Reaſons, which : 
the Readers may caſily gueſs at, is ſo pru- 


5. 13. dent as not to take upon him to ſettle the 


Meaning of Hoſea x1v. 3. ASHUR ſhall not 


fave us, we will not ride upon Horſes. He 
is only pleaſed to aſk, whether his LoRDSHIP 


will from hence pronounce riding upon Horſes 
to be criminal. No to be ſure; for goad 


Senſe directs us, that in this Caſe, there's 
no Crime. 1 the Intention and Deſign 
of the Rider, compared with the Law, is 
the Thing attended to. This, as the Bi- 


5 bre. ſhop of Bangor very well obſerves, is a 


7 * 


ſhort 


[ 45. ] 
ſhort F orm of Confeſſion, which che Pro- 
phet puts into the Mouth of the Jews.” We 
aorll not ride upon Horſes, that is, to go to 
War; We will not look upon Horſes, 
' as ſure Means of Deliverance, we will 
no more truſt in them, but expect our 
Preſervation from God alone.“ Is not 
this very natural, and conſiſtent? _ 
The next Objection relates to the Place in 
Micab v. 10, 1 l. which the Biſhop of Bangor 
has quoted, as favourable to his Opinion: 
T vill cut off thy Horſes out of the midſt of 
thee, and Iwill deſtroy thy Chariots; and 1 
will cut off the Cities of thy Land, and 
throw down all the ſtrong Had But our 
Obſervator ſays, that theſe Words ſhould _ 
naturally have led his Loraſbip to con- p. 13. 
” clude, Cities and frrong Holds, to be un 
” lawful Methods of Defence, and equal- 
” ly offenſive to Heaven with Horſes and 
Chariots.“ 
J humbly beg the Gentleman's Pardon, 
Wit I fay 6h he is very much miſtaken; by 
for had hurry of Buſineſs permitted him 
eo conſider calmly the Text before us, he 
| [would have ſeen that it includes a general 
Enumeration of all the Human Means, 
which were then uſed in War, without 
s any Regard to their Lawtulneſs or Unlaw- 
3% falneſs, and chat, e to his Lokp- 
| | SHIP 


; [46 ] 
Diſſert. SHIP, the true Senſes is, that the Salvation 
ping (promiſed before to the Remnant of Jacob) 
ſhould be ſo perfect and compleat, that they 
ſhould want neither theſe Forces, nor their 
Strong Holds, for God would be to them in- 
ſtead of Armies and fortified SO Or 

It doth nor appear, I own, that Forti- 
fications were ever forbidden by God. 

But if the Letter-Writer will conclude 
from thence, that Horſes and Chariots 
muſt alſo have been lawful in War, why 
don't he draw the ſame Conſequence 1 in Fa- 

vour of Witchcraft and Idolatry, w which 
are equally mentioned in the Text? And 

T will cut off Watchcrafts out of thine 
Hand, and thou ſhalt have no more South- 
Sayers. Thy graven Images alſo will T cut 

off, and thy landing Images out of thee 

(v. 12, 13.). But who doth not ſee the Ab- 

ſurdity of ſuch a Reaſoning . 

The Obſervator is not willing to agree 
with his Lordſhip, ” that David was the 

3 ' laſt who can be pretended to have been 

* a Deliverer of the People”. (Diſſertation, 
1” Mets Mere not, ſays he, JEHOSHAPHAT, 
b. 3, 1% EZBKTAu, &c, honoured by Heaven to be In- 
Aruments this Way ? But why doth he paſs 
over in Silence the Reaſon intimated by 
that Prelate to ſupport his Aſſertion? Pray, 
read his Words immediately before, Da- 

„ vid was the laſt of the Rulers over 1/- 
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” raet, 
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147 „ 
rael, who obſerv'd the Law againſt 
multiplying Horſes.” Doth it not follow 
by a neceſſary Conſequence, that ſince he 
was the laſt who deliver'd the People, in 
the Manner, and by the Means God would 
have it done, he zs truly the laſt who can be 
pretended to have been a Deliverer of the 
People? 3 * 

Moreover, did not David compleat the 
Conqꝗueſt of the Land of Canaan, which 
Joſhua himſelf had not finiſhed? Did he 
not extend his Empire from Egypt to Syria, 
and Eaſtwards as far as Euphrates? Did he 
not hold the molt Part of the Neighbouring 
Nations under Tribute and Subjection? In 
ſhort, that Prince lefr to his Son vaſt Do- 
minions eſtabliſh'd in Peace: Whereas, af- 


er the Death of Solomon, who firſt violated 
che Paw.againſt multiplying Horſes, there 
was Nothing but Diviſion, and Quarrelling 
© Win the Land. TFeho/haphat's Proſperity va- 
© Wiſhed in a ſhort Time, according to the 
5 Prophecy of Elieſer (a): Ezekiah was for 
E while Triburary to the King of Afyria, 
„ Irho took all the Fenced Cities of Fudab ; 


And all the Favour he could, after his great 
Humiliation, obtain for his Kingdom, was 
a ſhort Reprieve during his Lite, till at laſt, 
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(a) 2 Chron. XX. 37. I 
under 


481 
under his Succeſſors, the People 1 were Car- 
ried into Captivity. This being well con- 
ſidered, every body muſt join in Opinion 
with his Lordſhip, about the Title of /aft 
Deliverer of the People, which he Wes to 
King David. l 
What we read Differtation, p 15, 17, ! 
18.) relating to the State of the Ti Guites t 
before and after the Days of David, ſeems I 
to the Letter-Writer, a little ſurpriſing. 
b. 1% Were not this People, ſay s he, as low under It 
tßbe Judges, as they were ky the Race of l " 
Kings after the Days of David? — If ſ © 
we except the Period of the Captivity, we . 
ſhall find them lower and longer in M. ſery be- 
ore, than after the Days of David. ' But 
what Reaſon has he to except that, which 
above all, is not to be excepted," fitice it 
brought the Iſraelites to the utmoſt Cala- 
mity ? Suppoſe I ſhould ſay, The Jews had 
no great Misfortunes, only they were at laſt 
entirely ruined; would not this be a very 
odd Way of Reaſoning? Why don't he 
alſo except their Civil Wars, the greateſt 
Evil that a Country can be afflicted with, 
The Tearing. of the Kingdom in Pieces, 
The Plundering of Feru/alem and the Tem- 
ple, by the King of Egypt, The Tributes 
paid to the Neighbouring, or Foreign Prin- 
ces, with ſeveral other fad Accidents, which 
were the Foundation, and Fore-Runners of 


the Ruin of the Thraelites, The 


[49] 
The Biſhop of Bangor never had 4 Mind 
to aſcribe all theſe Misfortunes to the Vio- 
lation of the Law in Deuteronomy only. 
The Jeus were no Doubt, guilty of many 
other Faults, and of a more heinous Na- 
ture, for which they were juſtly puniſh'd: 
But their laſt Calamities may nevertheleſs 
be look'd upon, as ariſing partly from their 
multiplying of Horſes. - 
It is true, that undef the Judges, and till 
the Days of David, they had often War 
with their Neighbours, and were ſome- 
times brought very low; but, as the Bi- 
ſhop of Bangor has very well obſerved, 
whenever they repented and turned to 
' God, their Deliverance did not wait for 
Want of Forces. Troops few in Num- 
ber, and ſeemingly unfit for Action, 
' ſupported neither by Chariots nor by 
” Horſemen, proved an Overmatch for 
Royal Armies. This may be verified in 
the Inſtances of Gideon, Barach, Feptha, 
and Samuel, and of all others called forth 
by God to fave his People.” Now ſes 
the Difference; Before David; the 1/rae- 
s, lies were often very low; but as often de- 
I. liver'd; After David, they were ſtill lower, 
es ſeldom deliver'd, and at laſt totally ruined: - 
n- Ils there any Compariſon to be made? And 
þ how can the | Letter-Writer affirm, that 
of this People were lower and longer in Miſery 
he H before, 
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But what if they were? was there no other 


[ 50 ] 


before, than after the Days of David? 


Crime but uſing Horſes and Chariots of 


War, that could provoke the Anger of 


God ? Or will it follow that there was no 


Command, againſt multiplying of Horſes 


for Wat, becauſe the Jews were often pu- 


niſhed for Idolarty? This mult be the Ob- 
ſervator's Opinion, or elſe what he ſays in 


this Place is not to the Purpole. 


I now proceed to the Examination of 
thoſe Remarks, which, in the Judgment 
1 90 the Lerter-Wr iter 2 / een moſt 0 eſerve 5 


our Regard. 


N The Firſt, relates to the Inportance of 
Horſes, in the Affair of War; I appeal, 
. 
ent Times; whether more confi 
have not been performed by Infantry, than 


ſays. he, to the Experience of Pf and pre- 


by Cavalry, But, who doth not know the 


Uſe. of Horſe n our Days, either to go 
upon Parties, or for quick Expeditions, or 
to break and purſue the Enemy? Have 
not all Princes a great Force of Cavalry? 


And if the Number of it doth not come up 


to the Number of Foot, tis not becauſe it 
is leſs neceſſary, but becauſe it is more 
chargeable, and cannot be employed every 
where. The Obſervator himielf owns 


(p. 170. 


erable Action. 


» 
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(p.17.), that ro Generals and Chief Com- 
'" manders, Horſes are extremely uſeful in 
the Time of Batte], and after the Action 
is over, whether they are attended with 
” Succeſs and Victory, or are forced to Re- 
treat from a too powerful Adverſary.” 
But the true Queſtion is not, what is 


practiſed in cur Days, but how the War 


was managed about Three Tho ſand Years 


ago. It 1s weil knmpn, ſays the Biſhop of 
Bangor, Diſſertation,p.8,9. that the Strength 


of the Ancient Militia, confiſted chiefly in 


.#hem (Horſes and Chariots), as appears in 


the Scripture History, and in the oldeſt Wri- = 


ters of profane Story. Such was the Strength 


of Egypt, aud ſuch the Force of the Aſſy- 


tians, and of the other Eaftern Nations. 
And it is obſervable, that. when God is intro- 


duced in the Beok of Job (who in all Proba- 


bility lived in the Time of the Patriarchs 


(a), ſetting farth the great Works of the 


Creation, be deſcribes the Har ſe, as if made 


en Pur poſe for the Day of Battel. Is it not 
recorded of Pharaob, that when he pur- 
ſued the Iyaelites through the Red Sea, he 
had a great Number af Chariots and Horſe- 
men (4), The ſame is ſaid of the Kings of 


11 
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(a) Sce his Lordſhip's Uſe and Intent of Prophecy. Dic. 
ſert. II. ( Exad. XIV. 


[ 52 ] 
Canaan, whom YFoſhua defeated, (a), and 
of Siſera, whoſe formidable Army Baract 


entirely deſtroyed (5). Did not the Phi- 
liſtines, in the Beginning of Saul's Reign, 
gather together (to Fight with 1/ae/)Three 


Thouſand Chariots, and Six Thouſand 


Horſemen (c)? Had not the King of Zobah 


(d) Seven Thouſand Horſemen, and a 
Thouſand Chariots, of which David re- 


tained only One Hundred for his State, or 


for a publick Monument of his Victory; 
as Colours and Standards taken from the 
Enemy, are now expoſed to View in pub- 
lick Places ſe)? Laſtly to mention no more, 
Did not Sh:5kak King of Egypt, who is ſup- 
poſed to be the famous Sęſeſtris, come 
againſt Feruſalem, with Twelve Hundred 
Chariots, and Sixty Thouſand Horſemen 
(f)? The Oldeſt Writers of Profane Hi- 
ſtory, ſuch as Homer, Virgil, Diodorus Si- 


culus, &c. afford innumerable Inſtances of 


the like Nature, in the Wars they deſcribe, 
(C, as is well known to all thoſe who 


read them. 41 


— 


(a) Joſ. XI. 4. (6) Judg. IV. (e) 1. Sam. XIII. ß. 
(4) 2 Sam. VI I. 4. (e) It appears fiom Virgil, that 
the Ancients us'd to hang up in their Temples ſome Piece: 
of thoſe "oy Chariots of War taken from the Enemy. 
"\ Multaque preterea ſacris in poſtibus arma, 


_ -*  Captivi pendent currus, Uurvague ſecures, 


Zneid” Lib. vil. 


7 5 2. Chron. XII. 3. (g) See Sefer, a Re Vebiculari. 
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I chall concludethis Article, by taking No- 
tice of the Letter-Mriter's unfair Repreſen- p. 14. 15- 
tation; for the Biſhop's Deſign was nor as he 
inſinuates, to extol the Utility of the Horſe, 
above the Service of the Foo? , neither has 
his Lordſoip ſaid any Thing to that Pur- 
poſe. What he had in View, was only to 
make good his general Allegation, vi ⁊. 
That God had forbidden the Maelites the 
Uſe of Horſes in War, becauſe he had ſo- 
ſolemnly undertaken their Defence, and 
would ſave them by his immediate Power, 
and not by thoſe Hyman Means, in which 
| other Nations put their hole Confi- 
- | dence; without excluding the Foot, or 
e any other military Preparations. 
3 The Obſervator, under this Head, has 
5 thought fit to make two Digi eflions, the 
: | Firſt of which is upon Shoeing of Horſes. 
- | They (the former Ages) had nat, ſays he, p. 15: 
of te Method of making Horſes ſo uſeful, as 
e. || they are now: I will not enquire. into the 
no Preciſe Time, when. Iron became jo common 
II the Werld, as to be made uſe of in the „ 
HSboeing of Horſes. Tf ſome great Men ſhoed | 
theirs, it was with Braſs, I imagine not | 
with Iron. What the Gentleman has in 
View here, I really can't tell, except it 
be to ſhew his Learning. Let Horſes in 
former Ages; have been ſhoed with Braſs. 
i or {ron, or not ſhoed at all, What's that 
laric OE | ke SO Bo ” to 


[54] | 
to the Purpoſe, ſo lang as it is evident, 
that a numerous K A was reckon'd to 
be the Strength of Warr 5 
I 'on that Horſes were not ſhoed of 
Old, and am even ſure that great Men did 
not Shoe theirs with Braſs, as the Letter- 
_ aoriter Imagines. We can't tell what 

xa doth properly ſignify: And if 
| Homer calls 2 Horſes b (a) 
tis only in reſpect to the Hardneſs of 
their Hoof; for he gives them in other 
| Places, | the Name of KEgTEporuy ac, | For- 
tes ungulis (6), ivnds Pedibus bom 
(c) and ee ,,, Pedibus firmi (d) 

"Tis upon a like Account, that, in So- 


Ppbocles, Exvxxis has the Epithets of 


Firm and Indefatigable; "Ears cf 9 
Beſides, Tis certain that the Ancients 
had the Secret of hardening the Haofs of 
Horſes, as appears by the Receipts of The- 
 omneſtus(e) , a plain Proof that Shoeing of 
them was not then in Uſe (f). And hence 
it is, probably, that T/aiah ſpeaking of the 
Nations which God in his Anger would 


— — 


— — 
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| (a) Liad. 91 9 ( Odyſs. „1 500. (e Ablyrto Cap. 
106. (4) hid (e) Ibid. See alſo, Boch. Hicro:, Lib. I 
archi. 


ſend 


Le, Vide Xenoply. de Ae tat- & in Hip 
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ſend againſt the Fews, doth ſay (a), Their 
Horſes Hofs ſhall be counted like Flint. 
And Micah the Prophet (b), Ariſe and 
threſh O Daughter of Zion, for J will 
make thine Horn Iron, and I will make 
thy Hoofs Braſs. 5 
But, becauſe Horſes were not ſhoed in 
former Times, doth it follow, as the 
Letter-writer would infinuate, that they 
were very little uſed in War? Tis juſt as 
if a Man ſhould fay, Oxen are not ſhoed, 
Ergo, Oxen are of no great Uſe to draw 
Carts or to Plough, as they do in many Coun« 
tries, without being ſhoed. Horſes might 


„ w X 8 


ſhoed ; for if we Shoe them now-a-days, 
it is to preſerve their Hoofs, which ther- 
wiſe would inſenſibly wear out, rather 
than to render them more firm. But the 
Ancients having the Secret of hardening 
them, as I have ſhewn, this anſwers ex- 
atly to our Horſe - ſhoes. After all, 
read but the Trojan-War, which is the 
oldeſt Piece of Hiſtory now extant, except 
the Books of Moſes, and you ſhall there ſee 
Horſes, tho' not ſhoed, employ' d with 
much Advantage. 
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be uſeful far the Purpoſes of War, tho' not 


that! 
In the Second Digreſſion, the Author 
p. 16. ſeems to doubt, whether the Iſraelites were 


allowed to make any Settlements out of the 


Promiſed Land. And to confirm his Suſ- 
picion of the Contrary, he ſays in a Mar- 
ginal Note, that Tho' the Males in Edom 


_ were all cut off by Joab, het it doth not ap- 


pear, i bal any Colomes were fixed there, or 
in any of” the conquered Countries. G41. 


ſons wire only placed in the Strong-Holds.. 


I wiſh: the Gentleman had been ſo kind ts 
to tell us what he aims at, for I don't be- 
lieve that Ariſtotle imme was he alive, 


could reduce his Reaſoning to any tolera⸗ 


ble Syllagiſn. I am willing to give bim 
the Choice of the Negative, or of the 
Affirmative upon this Subject. 
If it be true, that the Tfraelites were 
not permitted to make any National Set- 
tlement out of Judæa I hope it will 
be granted, They had the Liberty to ſend 
Colonies into the Territories which they 
had conquered upon their Borders. Is it 
not ſaid of David, (a) that he put Garri- 
ſons in all the Places belonging to the Edo- 
mites, Hammonites, Moabites, Syrians, &c. 
after having deſtroyed or carried away the 
Inhabitants 2 ?. And. Pray, What 
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what did theſe Garriſons conſiſt of? No 


doubt of Jes, and eſpecially of Men of 


Courage and Induſtry, fit both to people 


and defend their Country; much like the 


Colonies the Romans uſed to ſettle in their 


conquered Provinces: If this is not ex- 
preſſy mention'd, the Thing it ſelf ſhews 
it muſt be ſo underſtood; for, of what 
Uſe would depopulated Countries have 


been to the T/raclites? And, upon what 


Account had David appointed Judges and 
Rulers over them, as it is expreſly faid he 
Suppoſe on the Contrary, the Jews were 
not allowed the Liberty mention'd, and 
that the Garriſons were made up of few 
Soldiers ſhut up in Holes, like Hens in a 
Coop; let it be ſo, and what then? What 
has this to do with the Lawfulneſs or 
Unlawfulneſs of Hor/es and Chariots in 


War ? ] wonder the Gentleman 1s not 


aſhamed to trouble the Readers with fuch 


Tr ifles: 


But he goes on, and raiſes a new Ob- 
jection, which he had intimated before. 
The Country of Judza, fays he, they affirm 


to be generally mountainous ——. Will. 


it not follow, that when multiplying Hot ſes 
was forbidden, ; 


ea 


the Jews were direct. 


Fi 
3 
— 16. 
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ed to the moſt proper Meaſures for main. 
taining themſelves in their Poſſeſſions. This 
is altogether groundleſs; for, I/. If there 
were Mountains in Judæa, there were alſo 
very large Valleys and Plains, in which 
| Horſes and Chariots of War might be 
of uſe. 2dly. It is moſt certain, that the 
old Inhabitants of the Country, whom 
Joſbuab defeated, were not of this Gentle- 
man's Opinion, for they had Horfes and 
Chariots very many (b). Did not Solomon, 
and his Succeſſors, for the moſt Part, keep 
a great Number of them? Had not 
Titus alſo with him, when he came to 
beſiege Jeruſalem, a conſiderable Body of 
Cavalry, which proved very uſeful? In 
ſhort, had Sennacherib King of Aſyria a 
mind to be laughed at and ridiculed, when 
he declared by his Meſſengers, Vith the 
Multitude of my Chariots, I am come up to 
the Height of the Mountains, to the Sides of 
Lebanon (d)? „„ 5 
Hou thele Chariots were managed, we 
cannot tell, bur 'tis eaſily conceived, that 
ſuch Machines, armed with Scythes, . as 
they were generally, and moving with 
great Swiftneſs down a Hill, muſt have 
been of a dangerous Conſequence to the 
Enemy, overthrowing like a Torrent, whart- 
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(a) Joſ. XI. 4. (6) 2 Kings, XIX. 23 


ever 


"my 


<a 


of the Horſes, and the rattling of the 
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they jump out of their Chariots, and 1 
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ever was in their Way. I won't pretend to 
ſay that the Chariots of the ancient Britans, 
were of the ſame Kind as the Fa/tern Chas 
riots of War; yet the Words of Julius Ce- 
Jar are very remarkable; and may give us an 
re into thoſe Affairs. This! is, /ays 15 
(tt) the manner of Fighting (of the B- 

tons) wich Chariots. At Firſt they Ae 


59 


25 


lance their Darts, and by the very Noiſe 


6 


Wheels, they commonly put the Ranks 


F (of the contrary Side) in Diſorder; then : 


””, 


getting between the Squadrons of Horſe, 


fight on Foot: The Drivers in the mean 
ws while, ride a little Way out of the Bat- 


y, 


” ſame Time the Part of nimble Horſe- 


” men, and that of ſtable Foot; and by a 


1-2: long 


y * 
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(1) Genus hoc 72 ex Leis pupnee 3 primò per onnes partes 
rerequirant, Stela conficiunt, atqur ipjo terrore Equorum 
V firepits rotarum Ordines plerumque perturbant, & cum ſe 


inter Equitum turmas inſinuavere, & ex Efedis deſiliunt, & 
pedites prœliantur: Aurige interim paul) ex proetio eætce- - 
dunt, atqnz it2 ſe wllocant, ut fi illi a multitudine Hiſtium 1 


fremantur, eæ peditum ad ſuas reteptumi habeant : Iid mobi- 


litatem Eq eitun, fabilt item Pecitum in proeviis POR, | 
| 


810 all Parts (of the Enemy $ Army) and 
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Bay 2 and place themſelues ſo convenient- 
” ly that it their Party are overpower'd 


by the Enemy, they may eaſily join 
them again. So they per form at the 
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long and daily Practice, they are come 
to that Dexterity, that they can ſtop 
their Horſes upon a full Stretch in 4 
” feed Deſcent, op ſhort, and turn as 
” they pleaſe, run along the Pole (2), reſt 
” onthe Yoke, and throw themſelves with 


great Swiftneſs into their Chariots. ” 1 


deſire the Reader to take a particular No- 


tice of the Words, in a ſteep Deſcent, 


which ſhews that in this very Iſland, the 


Cbariots of War were, in former Times, 


uſed even in hilly and fteep Places. 


p.16, 17 


þ 


The Author goes on with his Evaſions ; 
Kind and gracious in a temporal Senſe, ſays 
he, was the Prohibition, which reſtrain d 


| them (the Fews) from going down into 


Egypt. And, would not ſuch Purchaſes (of 
Horſes) have proved ruinous to a People, 
whoſe Trade was ſo inconſiderable. But 


this is only grounded upon falſe Suppoſi- 


tions, viz. that the T/raelites could have 


no 


— 


( 
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ac tentum uſu quotidiano ac Exercitatione efiiciunt, ut it 
DxcLivi ac Præciriri loco Incitatos Equos ſuſtinere, & 


brevi moderari ac flectere, & per temonem incurrere, & Ju- 
ge infiſtere, & ina? ſe in Currus citiſſimè recipere conſut- 
verint. Lib. IV. de Bello Gallics, © © | 


| (2) No doubt the Pole and the De were large and flat, 


as they are to this very Day in the Waggons of Wales, and 


therefore the Welch call Beam, what we call Pole. 


[ 61 ] 
no Horſes of their own, nor keep any, but 
at a great Charge, the contrary of which 
T have already ſhewed; and that they had 
no Trade, whereas, 'tis certain, that under 
their Kings to whom the Prohibition of 
Deuteron. is eſpecially directed, their Com- 
merce was ſo extenſive, that the Land of 
Canaan, and the Land of Traffick, were 
» #Þ ſynonimous Words (2). Had they not in 
> | their Hands the Trade of the Mediter- 
» Þ ranean Sea, by which David and Solo- 
mon did get vaſt Riches? Did they not 
Deal with the Egyptians, Phenicians, Syri- 
s ans, Philiſtines, &c. beſides all the Coun- 
4 ÞÞ tries that were under Tribute, to whom 
they Sold their Commodities, and from 
f BY whom they uſed to receive, in Exchange, 
e, Gold, Silver, and Precious Stones? Do 
It but confider the immenſe Treaſures Da- 
i- vid, and many of his Succeſſors accumu- 1 
e lated, and you will ſee whether the Trade 
0 of the 1/raelites was ſo inconfiderable, as | 
the Gentleman will have it (þ). It is certain 
then, they might Purchaſe Horſes from 
„abroad, without being reduced to Begga- 
ry. Had not Solomon a great Number of 
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(a) See Iſai. XXXIIT. 8. Ezech. XVII. 4. Hoſea XII. 7. 
Zeph. I 11. (6) See 1 Chron. XXIX. 2 Chron, I. IX. 
Prideaux Hiſtory of the Fews, Vol. 1. Book 1. Joſeph. 4e. 
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them 
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62 
chem brought from Egypt, and yet the 
Nation was never Richer, chan under his 


e 


The Letter Noriter is fo fond of his Re- 


flections, that he begins his Second general 


Remark, by accuſing again the Biſhop of 


18. Bangor wich having, /er the ſake of a fa- 


vourite N ation, raiſed very high the Charac- 
ter of King David, and made low and mean 
the Reputation c all | thePrinces who ſucceeded 


Jim. How hard, ſays he, and unkind is this 


Procceding? But, doth he not himſelf, to 
ſerve his Purpoſe, commit the ſame F ault, : 
which he wrongfully imputes to his Lord. 


hib, when he Indites King David, on this 
very Occaſion, and brings him to his Try- 
al for his ſeveral Miſdemeanours, and acts 


of Immorality, which he ſeems to reflect 


5 upon with a great deal of Pleaſure? 


I won't pretend to excuſe David, nor to 
clear his Character from the many Aſper- 
ſions this Gentleman caſts upon him: All 


that I have to ſay, is that his Lordſbip had 


nothing to do with the particular Fares of 


that Prince's Life, his only Buſineſs being to 


compare him with his Succeſſors, ſo far as 


it related to the Law in Deuteronomy, and 
no further. Tis therefore, very unfair 
to ſuppoſe, as the Ober vator doth, that the 

N 


16] 


Biſhop had ever a Mind to extol the Piety 


of David, above, and even at the Preju— 
dice of that of all the other Kings of 
Iſrael, and eſpecially of Jae and 


Fopah, 


1 challenge this Letter-writer to ſhew _ 
the Page and the Line where his Lordſhip 
7s pleaſed to aſcribe the Commotions in E,DoM, 
re the Revolt of the Conquered Provinces 
to Solomon's Horſes and Chariots, as he doth 


affirm, p. 19. All the Biſhop of Banger 


has faid, is only, that Solomon got no- 
thing by the Change of Military Pre- 
75 ” Parations, and thar he was unable with 
all his new Forces to quell theſe upſtart 
Enemies“. (See Di iſertation, p. 17.) Is. 
this true, or not? If it is true, as it plainly 


appears from the Scripture-Hiſtory, why 
doth the Gentleman miſrepreſent the Caſe, 
and then make an Objection which is No- 


thing to the Purpoſe, viz. that the Scripture 


aſcribeth theſe Troubles to the Neath of Yoab? 
Surely this favours very much of an Icching 


Deſire to find F 8 at any Rate. 


J am now come to the Letter-writer's 
laſt Remark, in which he doth AH. agiſteri- 


ally give to his Lordſbip an Admonition, 
as from the Great Archbiſhop Tillotſon; 
T hoſe Interpretations of Seripture have ever 


been. 


Thy 


been to me the moſt ſuſpected, which need 
Abundance of Wit, and a great many Cri- 
ticiſins to make them out: This is undoub- 
tedly true in thoſe Things, which are ne- 
ceſſary to Practice, and which ought con- 


ſequently to be expreſſed ſo clearly, as to 


be neither above the Capacity of the Ge- 
nerality of Men, nor want any far- fetched, 

or too nice Explanationns. 
But that Maxim will not hold in all 
Caſes: How many Places of Scripture, 
relating to Hiſtory, to ſeveral Prophectes, 
and ſome Alluſions to Ancient Cuſtoms, &c. 


(as the Obſervator himſelf is obliged to 


own it, p. 21.) are attended with Diffcul- 
ties, which every common Reader is far front 
being able to reſolve, and which, after all the 
Critical Enquiries the Learned are capable 
of, remain ſtill very obſcure. Therefore, 
jf there is now, in the Law of Deutero- 
my any Intricacy, Doubt, or Difficulty 
(which yet I am not willing to grant) we 
muſt not wonder at it, ſince it was not cal- 
culated for all Times and Places, but only 
for the Common-Wealth of 1/ael, during 
the Theocracy, that is, till the Babylonian 
Captivity at the moſt. This Law may be 


obſcure to us, by the Diſtance of Time | 


and Places, and the Ignorance of ancient 


Cuſtoms ; but doth it follow, that it was 


not underſtood, when it was enacted, and 
| in 


ou £ 
* 


3 6 


in che ſucceeding Ages for which it was 


deſigned? Surely David was very well ac- 
3 with it, when he houghed the 


orſes of the King of Zobah, contrary to 
' his Intereſt, and Human Prudence. And 


why muſt the Trouble and Pains his 


Lordſhip has taken to clear this Command, 


be made a Crime to him, or a Subject of 


Reproach, as if he had a De/ign of Expo- 
ſing the Holy Oracles to the Cavils and Ex- 


ceptions of thoſe, who are upon many Occa- 

ons K ry how little they eſteem and re- 
gard them. Is not this Railing, inſtead of 
returning what is Due to the great Parts, 
and uſeful Performances of that illuſtrious 8 


Prelate? I. 
k 1 nwſt here deſire the Reade to take a 


P. 20 


particular Notice of the ſpecious * 6 


ent the Letter writer thinks fit to alledge, - 


in order to give ſome Colour to his Pro- 


[ceedings. Can that be eſteemed, ſays he, a 


ſhould be certain and plain (p. 21.). This 


that 


1 
4 OT OY 


proper Rule for regulating the Opinions Fee * 
Practices of Men, which 1s ſo difficult to be 
underſtood? (p. 20.). Whatever is of com- 
mon Concern, ſhould ever be eaſy and obvious 
to common Apprebenſions. — What con- 
cerneth their Practice (of God's Creatures) 


ſounds very high, but let us apply it to the 1 

Caſe before us, and we (hall fee how ſud- 

denly j it will GIG away to Nothing, Can 
K 


WAY 


— — 


We 


V 


Yor be often ed m 0 "i F Rule for- regulating 


the Opinions and Practices of the Princes of 
Ifrael, about Three Thouſand Years ago, 


q which is fo'di Neult ro be underſtood in the 


Year of our Lox D 1733, &c? What 


is this, but an empty, ridiculous, and de- 
cecitful DEcLAMATION, calculated for no 


other View, than to impoſe 1 my a of 
a weak Under ding 5 

I could add many other Things to theſs 
4nimadverfions, but I am not willing 
o abuſe the Patience of my Readers, who 


> by this Time are, I make no Doubt, ſuffi⸗ | 
cientiy convinced of the Letter-oriter's s! 


groſs Sophiſms, Miſtakes, and unfair RE! 
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